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carrying it out on its ability to educate its local tribunals to
its own point of view.
iv.   Employability.
To the Elizabethan, work was nothing if it was not a way
of self-maintenance. To the poor-law reformer of 1834, it
was a test without which no able-bodied male adult was to
obtain parish relief. To the present generation it is at best a
joyous pastime and at worst a means of keeping fit.
What the Elizabethan hated about idleness among the
labouring poor was the social breakdown which it implied, to
say nothing of the disorder that might be counted upon if idle
vagabonds took the law into their own hands. What the men
of 1834 hated about public maintenance without work was that
it might upset the working of the economic laws by which
alone society was kept going. And we, too, have our character-
istic psychological and biological ways of expressing the same
old ethical conviction that ' except a man work, neither shall
he eat.'
We say that the street-corner habit combines with under-
nourishment to produce mental and physical deterioration
which unfit a man for work and so lower his standards as to
remove one of the chief incentives to supporting a family by
steady work. Or we say that the more sensitive feel keenly
their inability to help themselves, to the point of becoming
physically and mentally ill. Or we take the red-tape line and
say that even insurance benefit is conditional on the recipient's
remaining capable of work. ' Maintenance is not enough/
is the conclusion to which we have been driven by experience.
So the work which we have aimed at supplying is not work
that will enable an unemployed person to pay his own way,
still less work that will serve as a socially degrading test, but
work that will enrich a man's interests, keep him resourceful,
maintain in him a habit of steady application, keep him
occupied, give him something to think about, make him feel

